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Some  vforaen  say  yes  and  others  say  no  v/hen  you  ask  if  home  sev/ing  pays.  You 
Can  almost  alv/ays  start  an  argument  among  housowives  a"bout  economizing  'tiy  making 
clothes  at  home.     On  one  side  of  the  argioment  you'll  find  women  who  say  dressmaking 
at  home  cannot  -oossihly  compete  ivith  the  low  cost  of  mass  -oroduction  in  the  factory, 
so  home  sewing  is  practically  no  econom.y  at  all.     Over  on  the  other  side  of  the 
argument  are  -olcnty  of  women  who  hold  that  making  clothes  at  home  is  always  cheaper 
•^n  buying.     They  say  the  readymsde  price  must  include  not  only  the  cost  of  mater- 
ial and  labor  but  also  transportation,  packaf?:ing  and  other  retail  charges. 

'.'.Tien  Jessie  Coles  of  the  J'^issouri  ExDoriment  Station  questioned  some  800 
'isewives  on  farms  and  in  to^anas  about  m.aking  and  buying  house  dresses,  afternoon 
-'esses  and  underslips,  she  found  decided  opinions  on  both  sides.     The  majority  of 
these  Missouri  women  bought  their  clothes  readymade.     Some  gave  as  the  reason  that 
'eadymade  clothes  had  more  style  than  homemade.     Others  said  they  had  no  time  for 
sewing,  or  didn't  know  how  to  sew.     A  few  said  they  believed  they  wouldn't  save  much 
home  sewing  anyway. 

On  the  other  side  was  a  smaller  group  of  housewives  who  made  their  own 
-•esses  and  slips.     These  women  said  they  made  their  own  clothes  to  save  money  as 

as  to  get  a  better  fit  and  better  construction  and  materials  in  their  clothes, 
'•ny  of  these  women  said  they  liked  to  sew  and  were  skillful  at  it. 

^rther  light  on  the  question  of  bujring  versus  making  clothes  comes  from 
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'iisconsin  where  May  Cowles  of  the  State  Experiment  Station  studied  the  clothing 
expenses  of  atout  900  people  living  on  farms  and  in  villages.     These  people  were 
all  interested  in  economizing  where  they  could.     Their  total  family  income  ranged 
from  500  to  1400  dollars  a  year.     And  families  of  4  spent  an  average  of  only  85 
dollars  a  year  for  all  their  clothes. 

Miss  Cowles  found  home  sewing  was  one  reason  these  families  could  dress  so 
cheaply.     These  l\^isconsin  housewives  made  many  clothes  for  themselves  and  for  the 
5irls  and  the  young  hoys  in  the  family.     But  they  made  few  garments  except  underwear, 
nightwear,  scarfs  and  handkerchiefs  for  the  men  and  the  boys  over  12.     They  did  not 
try  to  make  stockings,  shirts,  overalls,  heavy  coats  and  suits  which  are  difficult 
'or  impossible  to  make  well  at  home,  and  would  offer  little  chance  for  saving  hy  home 
manufacture. 

The  clothes  they  made  most  often  at  home  were  cotton  and  wool  and  rayon  dresses, 
aprons,  underwear  and  pajamas  or  nightgoras. 

Miss  Cowles  found  that  the  "biggest  saving  came  on  homemade  cotton  dresses  for 
"omen  and  girls.     The  material  for  such  dresses  costs  very  little.     Cotton  is  one 
of  the  easiest  fabrics  to  make  up,  even  for  an  amateur  seamstress.     The  chief 
exoense  in  readymade  cotton  dresses  is  labor.     Handwork  and  various  style  touches 
^ring  up  the  cost.     The  housewife  who  can  do  this  work  can  save  well  over  half  on 
liomemade  cotton  dresses. 

?ext  to  cotton  dresses,  I'iss  Cowles  found  that  wool  or  part-wool  dresses 
offered  the  greatest  opportunity  for  saving  by  home  sewing.     But  to  make  up  wool 
fabric  successfully,  you  need  more  dressmaking  skill.     Miss  Cowles  found  some  of 
•9  wool  dresses  made  up  by  housewives  to  be  losses  instead  of  savings. 

ext  to  cotton  and  wool  dresses,  V/isconsin  women  saved  most  on  aprons  they 
■"siie  at  home.  Here  is  another  garment  which  is  easy  to  make  at  home,  takes  very 
little  material  and  inexpensive  material  at  that. 
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As  for  underwenr  and  nightvenr,  ?'iss  Cowles  found  thnt  the  savings  from  home 
constriction  were  smallest  here  but  that  the::  were  Savings  just  the  same,  factories 
are  now  turning  out  ijinderslips ,  "bloomers,  panties,  pajamas  and  nightgowns  in  such 
large  quantities  that  home  construction  only  saves  about  a  third.     "Tevertheless , 
asking  these  at  home  helps  your  budget. 

"ell,  there  you  have  some  opinions  from  Missouri  on  making  versus  buying 
clothes,  and  some  findings  from  ^''i sconsin. 

The  consensus  of  opinion  of  Missouri  housewives  seems  to  be  that  you  can  save 
at  least  a  little  by  making  house  dresses,  afternoon  dresses  and  underslips  and  you 
Can  get  better  materials,  construction  and  fit  if  vou  know  how  to  sew  well.  But 
sewing  is  -■o  saving  if  you  are  not  s'':illful  at  it  or  if  you  could  use  the  time 
^)etter  in  ot'^.er  i-'ays. 

The  conclusions  from  the  V'isconsin  study  are  that  if  you  know  how  to  sew  well, 
you  Can  save  by  making  cotton  and  wool  dresses,  ar)rons,  and  underwear  and  nightwear. 
3ut  you  do  not  save  by  trying  to  make  garments  like  shirts,  overalls,  and  men's 
suits  which  are  made  in  quantity  and  made  better  by  factor:,^  methods.     The  biggest 
Saving  comes  on  garments  like  children's  dresses  where  the  materials  cost  little 

the  l^bor  costs  are  "ligh.     finally,  making  clothes  at  home  pa'^s  only  when  you 
'^an  malce  them  so  well  that  they  look  and  v/ear  to  your  satisfaction. 


